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oderation Purfued, 
le L ulld Lay In place of 3, 1+ 
By a Paper written for the Vindicating of Our 


Liturgy and Churt 
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* Malevolence to Meetings. 
As alſo by Two others, 


Writ for the laſt Seſſzo of Parliament, but put out now in a 
Second Edition, with ſeveral Additions, freſh Inſertions, and 
Amendments, in order to that Par ſuit. 


Upon Occaſion of the Book, call d, Moderation a 8 
and unexpected Acceptance at this time of ſuch a Subject; and 
in Hopes therefore of ſome Members exerciſing that Virtue at 


their next Seſſion. 
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By one that holds Communion with theC durch nad] 18 ane that 
the Way to bring People to it, is (in the plain Nature of the Thing g) by 
an Encouragement of Occaſional Conformity, rather than by a Bill 

againſt it: And to heal our Diviſions is by Charity, in * one 
with another, rather * by Uniformity. 
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Secunde Cogitationes prudentius & M er conſulunt : : 
Et prudentiut quid moderatius. 
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is, for Prevention of the Evil of diſturbing the Peaceable 

X Diſſenters in their Places, and the Satisfaction both of 

Thoſe that cannot abide their coming once to Church to enjoy them, 

and of Themſelves in their coming again, and as often as they have 
good Occaſion. 

There is Miniſterial- Conformity, and Lay-Conformity ; and there 
is 4 Stated Communion and Occaſional Communion. As for Mini- 
ſterial Conformity, there are, or haue been, ſuch Objefions againſt 
ir, that a Man bad as good undertake to crack Stones with his Teeth, 
as to go about to anſwer them every one, which muſt be done, or as 
good anſwer none. If there be Ten Thorns in my Foot, and you 
pluck out Nine, and leave One, I cannot yet go along with you till 
that be pull'd out alſo. For inſtance, One point of Miniſterial Con- 
formity (and à chief Point) is the ſubſcribing the 39 Articles, 
and that muſt be in the Literal and Grammatical Senſe f the 
Words. There is one Word now in the Eighth Article, the Word 
Thoroughly cannot be ſo ſubſcribed by many. The three Creeds, the 
Nicene, the Athanaſian, and the Apoſtles, Creed, ought thoroughly. 
to be received and believed. thoroughly, then the beginning, the 
middle, and the end, ef the Athanaſian Creed; each of which ex- 
cludes all that hold not that Creed (and ſo every Man in the whole 
World beſides the Chriſtian ) from Salvation, But God forbid it 


HE E few Sheets were written, and are ſent out, upon 
| no other Deſign but what is apparent in them, and that 


ſhould be ſo. There is no Creed made by Man whereof I am ſo ſure 


as of theſe Two Things, the Goodneſs of God, and Natural Reli- 
gion. For my part, I believe that in every Nation, He that feareth 


God, and worketh Righteouſneſs, (as Peter hath it) ſhall be ſaved ; 


and that ſome, of the Heathen, according to their Light, have * 
an 
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and do ſo, and yet are ſaved no otherwiſe than we, that is, through 
the Redemption we have by Jeſus Chriſt, the Benefit whereof being 
of larger extent than the Knowledge of it. And do not ſome Con- 
formiſts believe ſo ? What then is the difference between them and 
that Nonconformiſt, who both are of the ſame mind in this parti- 
cular, ſo that neither can in truth ſubſcribe the Word thoroughly 
The difference in good earneſt is this vnly, the one makes a Con- 
ference of what he ſubſcribes, the other paſſes 1t over, and makes 
F ; no Conſcience of it. There is no Anſwer or Salve to be made for 
| this, but by a Convocation, and when will there be any like to make 
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As for Lay- Conformity in the ordinary Common Service of the 
Liturgy, be finds uo Scruple to hinder his Stated Conmmunion to be 
with = Church, zbs* bis Occaſional Communion be with the Meet- 
ings, and that ſometimes, upon Reaſon undeniable. 

As for the Nonconformiſt then, who it no _— nor Ana- 
baptiſt, and yet ſo ſtingy in his Judgment, that he cannot come to. 
Church at all, I look on ſuch a one (tho a ſincerely converted 
and godly Man). to be but as yet half inſtrufted, or an almoſt 
Proteſtant ; but when he can go to Meetings or Church indifferent- 
ly, with Charity on bath Sides, according as he profits moſt, and ſo 
} makes it bis. Buſineſs chiefly to ſave his Soul, (the Churchman being 
1 bere infinitely behindband, who hath not learned the Rule, Prove. 
1 all things, and hold faſt that which is good) then to be, and not 
till then, a-Proteſtant altogether, and (as to me) St. Paul's deſired: 
' Chriſtian. And Paul ſaid, I would to God that not only thou, 
but all that hear me this Day, were both almoſt and altogether 
ſuch as I am, except theſe Bonds, AZs 26. 29. Unto ie Yore I 
became a Jew ;. to thoſe that are without the Law, as without 
Law; and to the Weak, as Weak : 1 am made all Things to all 
Men, that I might by all Means fave ſome.; and this I do for the 
Hoſpel's ſake, 1 Cor. 9. 20, 21, 22, 23. 8 
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By a PAPER, Entituled, 


A Vindication of the Liturgy and Practice 

of the . if England f rom our In- 
formers, and all 2 do Liar make it 
an Adverſary to Godlineſs, and the Sober 
Exerciſe of the Unqueſtionable Duties of 
Chr, Which Paper was writ 
and ſent to the Preſs in the time when 
the Laws of K. Charles was hot in 
Execution, and ſtifled therefore by the 
Printer. who durſt not let it come 
Abroad then, but now is Scaſonable, 


Appoſite to our Purpoſe, much fog | 
the Reflection. * 


Here are divers Acts made for * 
ſing Unlawful Worſhip of God. 
The Act againſt Conventicles is againſt 


all Aſſembling under Colour or Pretence of any Exer- 
ciſe of Religion in other manner than according to the 


1 Liturgy 


(2 ) 
Liturgy and Practice of the Church of England. 
And the Oxford Confining Act deſcribeth 
ſuch Meetings, as, under Colour or Pretence of 
any Exerciſe of Religion, are contrary to the Laws: 
and Statutes of this Kingdom. 

I diſpute not whether they that curtail 
the Common-Prayer, and leave out any one 
Part of it, impoſed by the Ac of Uniformity, do 
exerciſe Religion in any other manner than accor- 
ding to the Liturgy, and contrary to the Law, 
and they that uſe there any other P/a/ms 
than thoſe allowed. And if any judge all 
preſent to be Conventiclers, and puniſh them 
accordingly, whenever the Reader maketh 
ſuch Omiſſions or Alterations, I cannot 
prove that they croſs the Law. And it is a 
Controverſie, whether Praying in the Pulpit 
before Sermon, or Bidding Men Pray, be 
the Manner appointed by the Canon, which 1s 
the Rule of the Practice of the Church of 
England, and ſo which Party makes a Con- 
venticle. And if the Miniſter Preach con- 
trary to any Article or Liturgy of the 
Church, I cannot juſtifie his Hearers (how 
great ſoever) from being at a Conventicle. 

But there are ſome Men under the Pre- 
tence of Suppreſſing Conventicles, have 
brought the Church of England under a great- 
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erReproach than Conventicles, and repreſen- 
ted it as deſigning even by Law to make it an 
odious and deſtructive Crime to be Religious, 
and to Worſhip God according to his Word. 
Whether any Atheiſts do it purpoſely to ba- 
niſh Piety, or any Sectaries do it to make 
their Conventicles ſeem juſtifiable, by ren- 
dring the Church odious from which they 
ſeparate: Or whether it be the Device of 
ſome Jeſuits, todraw Men to their Church, 
by rendring ours utterly impious, I leave to 
Enquiry, but the Injury is intolerable. 

The Poiſon of the Calumny lyeth in this, 
that they would perſwade Men that it is 
contrary to Law, and in other manner than according 
to the Liturgy and Practice of the Church of Eng- 
land, for more than Four that are not of the ſame Fa- 
mily, to perform any Exerciſe of Religion together, 
unleſs they then Read the Common-Prayer. By 
which Means they would turn that to be 
againſt God and Religion, which was in- 
tended againſt a /inful Manner of Worſhip, and 
Falſe Religion ; knowing that what is ſaid 
or done againſt God and Religion, will re- 
coil on the Face of them that ſay or do it. 

Note here, That the Law and Church are 
ſo averſe to Perſecution, that they allow 
falſe Teachers, and falſe Worſhippers; who 


2 go 


TI 


go contrary to the Law, and Liturgy, and 


Church, to take in Four in the Exerciſe of 
their Religion beſides their Families, even 
Idolaters: But as to them that exerciſe not 
Religion contrary to the Law in any other 
Manner than according to the Liturgy, or 
Practice of the Church, theſe Laws lay no 


Limitation on their Numbers. 


Note farther, That to Worſhip God in our 
Houſes, by Reading the Common-Prayer, 1s 
not forbidden, neither 1s 1t at all required, by 
the Law, or by the Liturgy and Practice of 
the Church. The Liturgy is made and 
commanded for the Churches, but no Law 
impoſeth it on Houſes, for Families, or Reli- 
gious Converſe. A Houſe is not a Church. 

Note in the third Place, T hat the Church 
of England owneth God's Word, and in its 
Articles of Religion and Ordination tieth 
all Miniſters to obey it. And the Word of 
God commandeth Religious Converſe as well 
as Church Worſhip. Chriſt Prayed and Preach- 
ed on Mountains, in Houſes, in Ships, and 
ſo did his Diſciples, Acts 1. 4. 15. 24. and 
2. I. and 4. 24. and 10.24. Cornelius called 
together his Kinſmen and nearer Friends to 
hear Peter, and 20. 7,8. 17. 20. and 12. 12. 


and 16. 13. Heb, 10. 44, 25. Let us conſider one 


another, 
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another, to provoke to Love, and to good Works; an 
3. 13. Exhort one another daily, &c. 

Note moreover, That the r3th Canon faith, 
All manner of Perſons within the Church of Eng- 
land Hall celebrate and keep the Lord's Day, and 
other Holidays, according to God's Holy Will and 
Pleaſure, and the Orders of the Church preſcribed in 
that Behalf ; that is, in hearing the Word of God 
Read and Taught ; in Private and Publick Pray- 
ers; in acknowledging their Offences to God, and 
Amendment of the ſame; 1n reconciling themſelves 
charitably to their Neighbours, where Diſpleaſures 
bave been; in oft-times receiving the Communion of 
. the Body and Blood of Chriſt ; in viſiting the Poor 
and Sick, and uſing all Godly and Sober Converſati- 
on. And in the Communion with the Sick, 
any Friends may join (but that muſt be by 
the Litargy; ) and in Vſiting, the 26th Ca- 
non faith, If the Miniſter be a Preacher, he may 
inſtruct and comfort them as he ſhall think moſt need- 
ful and convenient, And Queen Elizabeth's In- 
junctions, 1559. adds, I hat they may at all 
times, when Neceſſity ſhall require, promptly com- 
fort their Flock with the lively Word of God, which 
is the only Stay of Man's Conſcience. 

Note more eſpecially, That there are I wo 
Hundred Thoutand in the great Pariſhes in 
and about London more then can beHearers in 

Churches: 


89 
Churches: And would you make us believe 
that the Church of England would have all, 
or half of theſe, to live as Atheiſts, and Wor- 
ſhip God in no Manner at all in any Con- 
gregation? 4 
Note in the laſt Place, That the Church 
hath allowed (though not commanded) the 
Pſalms in the common Metre to be Sung in all 
Churches and private Houſes, for their godly Solace, 
citing Co. 3. Let the Word of God dwell plentiful- 
ly in you, in all Wiſdom, teaching and eæhorting one 
another in Pſalms, Hymns, &c. And the 1aid 
Church hath allowed many Hymns, and 
many Forms of Prayer, beſides the Liturgy, 
which to this Day are Printed and Bound up 
with our Bibles, Pſalm-Books, and Com- 
mon-Prayer-Books, yet tied Men to none 
of theſe. Alſo the ſaid Church hath Licen- 
{ed the Practice of Piety, and many ſuch good 
Books, with Forms of Prayer, and without, to 
be commonly Read by all that will. And 
the ſame Church hath allowed Nowell's Cate- 
chiſm to be taught by School-Maſters and o- 
thers, which is no part of the Liturgy. Al- 
ſo it hath required that Erafmus's Paraphraſe, | 
and 7ewell's Works, be kept in every Pariſh- | 
Church, where more than Four may any | 
Day Read them. It alloweth Exhortations 
and 


( 7) 


and Prayers in Priſons, and at Executions, 


without the Liturgy. If more than Four, 
or Forty, feaſt together, or meet on any juſt 
Occaſion, far is it from the Liturgy and 
Church-Practice to forbid them to give 
Thanks for their Meat. or to Pray together, 
or to Read the Scripture, or good Books, or 
Singa Plalm. Should the Church forbid theſe 
Things, what were it but to be an Anti- 
Church, or Satan's Army, to fight againſt 
Piety, and Mens Salvation? And what Ma- 
lignants are they that thus accuſe it? 

And now then, if there be any that would 
turn the Law and Church againſt God, a- 
gainſt its ſelf, and againſt the Souls of Men, 
by reproaching and threatning godly Per- 
ſons for uſing any ſuch allowed Exerciſes, and 
would ſeduce Juſtices to per ſecute them 
with Mulcts and Impriſonments on tuch 


Pretences, let the Accuſation be conſidered. 


Is it for the meer Number of ſuch as meet? 


Or is it for the Faultineſs of the Thing that they 
meet about? One of the I wo it mult needs 


be. 

If it be for the Number of ſuch, Are not a- 
bove Four allowed to meet at a Play-houſe, 
at a Seſſion's-houſe, at a Market, or Fair, at 
a Tavern, at the Exchange, at a Horle-Race, 


a 


(89 
a Bull-baiting, Bear- baiting, a Hunting, an 
Execution, in the Streets, in a Ship, Oc? 
This is paſt doubt. 

It muſt be the unlawful Exerciſe then that 
is the Crime, or nothing; for theſe Two 
Things are apparent, that it is to unlawful 
Exerciſes of Religion that the Limits ef 
Four are ſet, and that no ſuch Limits 
are ſet to lawful Exerciſes. Well, ſuppoſe 
now the Meeting not to be in a Church, 
but in a Man's own Houſe, what, is 
here the unlawful Exerciſe of Religion? Were 
it the Maſs, it is evident that is forbid- | 
den; were it to Preach againſt any of the 
Articles of Religion, that 1s certainly for- | 
bidden; were it to Preach Rebellion, or 
to raiſe Sedition, that 1s moſt certainly un- 
lawful; were it to call themſelves a di- 
ſtin& Church, and to form Rules of Diſci- 
pline, and impeach. the Church, Govern- 
ment, or Liturgy, the Canon expreſly for- 
bids theſe, and maketh this the true Deſcri- 
ption of a Conventicle, and ſoexpounds that 
Name. 

But what is the unlawful Exerciſe then? Is 
it to Read God's Word? Where doth the Li- 
turgy forbid that? Is it to Read together a 
Licenſed Book? Where is that forbidden? Is 


it 


(9) 
it for many Neighbours that cannot Read, 
or remember a Sermon, to come to a Neigh- 
bour's Houſe that can, or the Miniſter's 
Houſe, to hear a Sermon repeated, with 
ſome Prayer to it? And who is able to affirm 
that even this 1s forbidden ? The unlawful 
meeting then muſt be proved more than this, 
or they prove nothing. 

Well, If any Witneſs ſwear only in ge- 
neral, that above Four met for Religious 
Exerciſes in other manner than the Church or Law 
allowet h; Either they {wear alſo what that un- 
lam ful Exerciſe was, or they do not. 

If not, the Liberties of Engliþ Men are 
come to a fine pals, if any Two Perſons that 
liſt may take them all away, and undo Folks 
at their will. Is it thus in all the Courts of 
Juſtice ? Do they hang Men as Felons when 
any will but ſwear that they are Felons, 
and never tell what they ſtole, nor from 
whom? Will the Lords condemn a Peer for 
Treaſon, if 1 wo will ſwear that he ſpake 
Treaſon , and never tell what words he 
ſpake? Will the Church Excommunicate a 
Man if Iwo will ſwear that he 1s a Mur- 
derer, but cannot tell of any Body he Mur- 
dered ? Turks and Heathens abhor ſuch do- 
ing, as we abhor Toads and Snakes. 

C But 
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But if they ſwear what the unlawful Exer. 
ciſe of Religion was, it is ſuppoſed they are 
but Witneſſes and Accuſers, and not the Judges, 
and that every ſuch profligate Wretch,. or 
Beggar-Man or Woman that can ſo ſwear, is 
not a Lawyer, nor knoweth what 1s law- 
fal, and what not; nor if they were 
Lawyers, are they Judges: Therefore the 
Juſtice is Judge of that when he heareth the 
Caſe or Fact, and muſt Examine the Wit- 
nels, that he may know it; For elſe the 
Juſtice would be made but a Regiſter or Execu- 
tioner, and no better: Aud then were Eng- 
land alſo in a ſad Caſe, if every Woman or 
Beggar that can but ſwear, does become 
Judge, whether all the Religious Acts of 
Lords, Knights, Miniſters and People, be 
according to the Law and Church, or not, 
when they know not what Law or Church 
is. It were far better be amongſt ſo many 
Serpents or I ygers, than for People to have 
their Eſtates and Lives at the will of ſuch 
Perſons ; for who dare then diſpleaſe any 
Beggar, Rogue, or Servant? This is far 
worſe than ordinary Slavery to an indiffe- 
rent Ear. 

Be it ſuppoſed then ( as it muſt be) that 
the Juſtices are Judges, and not the Witneſſes : 


1 hey 


1 
They muſt Examine Two things, What the 
wnlawful Exerciſe was, and how the Vitneſs 
knoweth it? 

If they ſay, There was a Meeting, and plead 
Notoriety of Fact; ſo there is at a Play, at a 
Market, at the Exchange : But what No- 
toriety is thee that the Fact was unlawful, 
and otherwiſe than the Church alloweth ? If they 
ſay, there was Notoriety, that it was a Re- 

 ligious Meeting, 10 are all Church Meetings, and 
all awful Meetings for Religion. The Ci- 
vil Doctors that are taken up with Admo- 
niſhing, Excommunicating, Abſolving, meet 
about the greateſt matters of Religion ; it is 
a Religious Exerciſe of grand Importance. 

If they ſwear that they Read not the 
Common-Prayer, or not all of it; Neither 
do the Excommunicators at the Chancellors, 
or other Courts, or School Maſters or 
| Tutors, when they Catechize, whom they 
| teach, nor Men that give Thanks for their 
Meat at a Feaſt. 

Either the Crime that Men are accuſed 
for, is Omiſſon of ſomewhat required, or the 
Committing of ſomewhat forbidden. 

If Omiſſiun; Of what is it? If of Reading 
the Liturgy, it is no Omiſſion but in the 
Church-Worſhip: No Law impoſeth it on 

O 2 Pr i- 


( 12 ) 
Private Men, and Places, and Families, Con- 
verſe, or Occaſional Meetings. V Vhat Law 
bids all Men, when they meet above Four, 
to Read the Common-Prayer, or to ſay no- 
thing that is Religious? 

If it be a Crime of Commiſſion; V Vhat is 
it? Of the Number I will ſay no more; Of | 
the Thing I will ask again. Is it Praying ? . 
Our Church and Law 1s not againſt Pray- 
ing? Is it Reading Scripture, or Licenſed 
Books, or Singing Plalms, or Inſtructing, 
Exhorting, Comforting the V Veak? Or is 
it Catechizing, or Thankſgiving, or Con- 
ference, or Viſiting the Sick, Oc. VVhois 
ſo envious as to {lander the Liturgy, Church or 
Law, as if it forbad any of this? } 

If they ſay, That the Law forbids not a- 
bove Four to be at a Play, or Tavern, or 
Feaſt, but it forbids all Above Four of another 
Houſe, to be at any Religious Meeting, where 
the Liturgy is not Read; I have ſhewed, that 
they malignantly {ſlander the Church and 
Law. The Law is not the Dezil's Militia to 
fight againſt Cod, and his Service. It never 
forbad more than Four to be at Any Religious 
Exerciſe, but Forbidden Exerciſes, which differ 
both from the Churches Liturgy and Practice; 
which none of the fore- mentioned do. | 
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The other thing, the Witneſs muſt be al- 


ſo Examined upon, 1s, How they know the Ac- 


cuſation to be true? And if it be Omiſſion of the 


Liturgy that they ſwear, they muſt ſwear 


that they were preſent from firſt to laſt, elſe 
they cannot 1wear that it was not Read, 
and Men muſt be Judged and Ruined upon 


Preſumptions and Opinions of others, with- 


out Proof. If Part of the Liturgy is ſaid to be 
omitted, (even in Church) they muſt ſwear 
Which Part. But if they be Crimes of Com- 
miſſion that are {worn, the Words or Deeds 
muſt be recited, with all that is Integral to 
the Senſe, before any Judgment can be 
given as it ought. 

And indeed, I have always took this as a 
thing moſt certain, That all Law, and Rea- 
ſon, and Humanity, had been agreed, that 
a Man muſt be heard ſpeak for himſelf be- 
fore he be Jndged, yea, and ſee his Accuſers 
Face to Face, and know what they are, and 
have Leave to put Interrogator ies to them. 
So that thoſe who paſs Judgment on any 
without ſuch Licenſe to the accuſed, though 
their Sentence may be juſt, they themſelves 
are unjuſt, Thus much I may ſpeak, ſure, 
in behalf of the Non-Conformiſts ; which even 
Jews, Turks, and Heathens, are agreed upon. 

: But 
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But I am ſorry for it (I muſt confeſs) to 
have ſeen I muſt recant That Opinion, Who 
was deceived in Matter of Fact, as to the 
Dealings of ſome Men, in divers Places: For 
multitudes have bin convinced, by their Ex- 
perience,to theQuick,concerning thatPoint : 
And to what Purpoſe then is it like to be, 
to tell what is Right, and what is Wrong, it | 
they may never Flead it with their Judges? 
If you ſay, That Leave to know.the Accuſers 
and Witneſſes will hazard and diſcourage them; and 
Leave to Plead for themſelves, may fruſtrate all, 
both Judgment and Execution. J Anſwer: If that 
be the Rule you go by, I pray take heed, that 
you charge not any ſuch Malignity upon the 
Law, no more than upon the Liturgy ; and 
then Iwill tell you, There is a nearer way 
even than yours yet; and that 1s, Let not 
any Man that objects thus, ſtand to trouble 
himſelf with Laws, Courts, Judges, or Wit- 
neſſes; but take all Mens Goods and Money 
that he hath a mind to, and Impriſon or 
Hang any Man that he will, without giving 
any Reaſon or Account for it. It will be con- 
{iderable Clemency to a Man, to let him Die as 


Innocent, and eſcape the Infamy of Accuſa- 
tion. 
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(T9) 
Moderation Purſued. 
; f By the Firſt Paper Laſt Seſſions. 

* To the Members, and all in General. 


HE RE AS in a former Parliament, 
3 there was a Bill brought into the 
Houſe of Commons, Entituled, An Act for 
the better Preſervation of the Proteſtant Religion, and 
I the Prevention of the tranſlating Biſhops from one See 
to another, which was like as to the one part of 
it to be trumpt up again in the /aff, I can- 
not but reflect on that Deſign (being to ex- 
clude all Diſſenters from enjoying any Of- 
2 fice, Civil or Military, throughout the King- 
dom) as a manifeſt wrong to many innocent 
private Perſons (for it would puniſh them 
tor doing well, as will preſently be ſhewn ) 
and alſo a dangerous attempt in regard to 
the Government, as like to raiſe Heart- 
3 Burnings and Offence againſt it, who am 
therefore concerned, not for my ſelf who 
go to Church, but in their behalf that were 
like to ſuffer ; And I muſt begin, in taking 
notice of the Title, which I wonder at ; for 
J ap- 
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I apprehend not how the Proteſtant Religion | 
is like to be preſerved, or be ever the better | 
for ſuch a Bill, if it ſhould have paſſed. Let | 
Man be wicked, and ſo profane as to be no 
Chriſtian, but a Deiſt, or Atheiſt, this Man 
may have an Office ; but let the honeſteſt 
Man that 1s, go to a Meeting, he muſt be | 
put into a worſe Caſe than ſuch : And how | 
is that conducive to preſerve the Proteſtant 
Religion, if that be the true Religion of Je- 
ſus Chriſt ? | J 

Under the Reign of Charles the laſt, if a 
Man went to a Meeting, he was to forfeit | 
ſome Money, but by this Bill he muſt for- 
feit his Office. Many Men have nothing but 
their Office for themſelves, Wives and Chil- 
dren to live upon; and if ſuch a one goes 
to a Meeting, he is utterly undone. This 
were a beginning ſuch a cruel hardſhip to 
to the Diſſenters, that I will wave it for | 
others to inſiſt upon, and come my ſelf to 
the matter I mainly intend. It does noten- | 
ter my Underſtanding, and I do not ſee any | 
Reaſon, why it ſhould befuch a Crime in a 
Man that uſually goes to Meetings, to go to 
Church alſo and receive the Sacrament upon 
ſo good an Occaſion, and ſo neceſſary, as the 
being called to an Office. I apprehend no- 
thing 
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thing in it but a Man's doing his Duty; and 
to make him forfeit his Place if he goes to a 
Meeting after, is an unconſcionable Prohi- 


bition. 


I fappole the Gentleman of that Bill un- 
acquainted with the Principles of ſuch Men 
as go to Meetings, and knew them not to 
be ſo diverſe as they are. There are ſome go 
to Meetings, becauſe they think our Paro- 
chial Churches not to be Goſpel- Churches, 
our Set- forms of Prayer unlawful, and that 
it is a Sin to kneel at the Sacrament, becauſe 
the Papiſts do kneel to the Hoſt. Such 
Opinionifts as theſe will not, ought not 
take an Office; if they do, there is none 
but will allow them to be Hypocrites. Such 
a Perfon declares himſelf to have no Con- 
ſcience, and if he pretends one, he is worſe 
to me than an Infidel. There are others 
therefore go to Meetings : ordinarily, who 
yet believe our Churches true Churches, 
and our Prayers good Prayers, and kneeling 
at the Sacrament an indifferent Ceremony ; 
and they can therefore, and do ſometimes 
Communicate with us. When they go to 
Meetings, they fit at the Sacrament as a 
Table-geſtare, becauſe their Miniſters deli- 


ver it ſub genere Concionis : When they join 


D with 
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with us, they kneel at the Sacrament, be- 
cauſe our Miniſters deliver it fub genere Ora- 
tionis ; and they are ſatisfied againſt the Ob- 
jection of kneeling,by the Book (or Rubrick ) 
of the Common-Prayer, Now for ſuch a 
one as this to come and receive the Sacra- 
ment at Church, as the Church does, where 
is the Fault? If you ſay he does it upon oc- 
caſion of an Office, what then? He is the 
more to be juſtified. 
Before ſuch a Perſon was called to that 
Office, the Law required not his coming to 
Church, and receiving the Sacrament ac- 
cording to the Liturgy, and therefore he 
went innocently to Meetings, thinking that 
beſt for his Souls Health ; but now he is 
called to an Office the Law requires it, and 
that is the Reaſon why he does it. The do- 
ing what the Law requires is no Fault ſure 
to be puniſhed with the Loſs of his Office ; 
nor 1s the doing that which the Law forbids 
not, in his going to a Meeting afterwards, 
any more a Fault than it was before, un- 
leſs by ſuch a Bull it be ſo created. 
There were Miniſters, and now their 
Succeſſors that could not declare or {wear to 
the Doctrine of Non-reſiſtance and Paſſive- 
obedience (to name nothing elſe ) as re- 
quired 
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quired in the Act of Uniformity (wherein 
Providence hath appeared for their Vindica- 
tion to the Bluſh of the Conformiſt, at the 
turn of the Kingdom) and by that Act they 
were ejected from the Churches. Being 
thus deprived, they cannot preach at all, 
unleſs in Meetings. They were ſet apart to 
that Office, and their Plea is Duty, greater 
Duty. The People many of them are affected 
with their Preaching and Praying. more than 
our Miniſters reading their Sermon and 
Prayers; they chuſe it, the Law allows it, 
they follow them, and their Plea is Edifica- 
tion, greater Ediſication. 

There was a Worthy Perſon we may ſup- 
poſe touched, if not pointed at by this Bill, 
the then Lord Mayor of London, who is one 
that went before his Mayoralty ſometimes 
to Charch, tho' ordinarily to Meetings; but 
being called to that Office, he went ſolemn- 
ly thither, and received the Sacrament up- 
on this account, which 1 have in ſhort 
laid down, the Law requiring it. The 
Law here being not againſt the Law of 
God, nor his Gonſcience, it was to be obeyed. 

Where the Word of God is rightly preach- 
ed, and the Sacraments duly adminiſtred, 
there 1s a true Church, according to our 39 
D 2 Ar- 
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poſe did know well, whether it be in their 


to Occaſion. When ſuch a one goes to 


Meetings, tho' he Locally ſeparates from the 


Pariſh-Church, he does not Mentally ſeparate 


from it, for he holds it a true Church of | 


Jeſus Chriſt, which to ſhew that he avoids, 


he hath a Right of Communion occaſionally 
with all trae 


goes to Church, and yet upon point of Con- 


ſcience that Separation from any Church of Chriſt | 


is Schiſm, does therefore go ſometimes to 
Meetings, leſt his not gol 


Articles, as that then Lord-Mayor I ſup- | 


private, or our publick Congregations, -and | 
he could, and he did go to either according 


he goes ſometimes thither. On the other | 
ſide, when he goes to Church, tho' he local- 
ly ſeparates from the Meeting, he mentally | 
ſeparates not, for he holds that likewiſe to 
be a-true Church, and that as he is a Mem- | 
ber of the Catholick or Univerſal Church, 


particular Churches, as Parts N 
of the Univertal. And what if ſome other 
truly conſcientious Man that ordinarily 


ng at all ſhould 
de, or ſeem to be, a refuſing it, as if they 
were no Chuches of Chriſt, and ſo a ſin a- 
gainſt his Lord that will own em? I ſup- | 
poſe ſuch a Man might be hooted at by | 
ſome Men, but by me muſt be accounted | 


1 
Jas that Lord Mayor, a moderate Man, a 
r tender Chriſtian, and a ſingular good Ex- 
JI ample. 

In a late Paper of three Sheets, called an 
o Eſay to that pur poſe, I find a choice Inven- 
tion for the juſtifying the Nonconformiſts 
f 
» 
. 
7 
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that go to Church, and Communicate there 
upon this occaſion of an Office, but go to 
Meetings altogether afterwards, and to the 
Church no more. The Pariſh-Congregati- 
ons he counts true Churches, but there is 
no Corrupticn he ſays in them. The Non- 
conformiſt then he allows to come and Com- 
municate there, when there 1s need by rea- 
ſon of his Office, becauſe they are true 
Churches; but if he come after, and does it 
voluntarily when he may chuſe, he ſhall 
then approve of that Corruption, or ſeem 
to approve it, and therefore he is to come 
no more. This I muſt needs ſay is a fine 
Invention, but too nice and inſufficient for 
the Nonconformiſt to ſtand upon in point of 
Conſcience in what he does. If there be 
ſuch Corruption in the Parochial Service, 
that a Man cannot join in it but he muſt ſin, 
then he muſt not come at all: If there be 
no ſuch, but he may come once, then he 
may come more than once; if upon one Oc- 

caſion, 
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caſion, then upon another, and as often as it 
ſeems beſt. In the time of Perſecution thereſſth 
were many that went to Church always, 
and never to Meetings, leſt they ſhould r 
ſuffer; but now they go to Meetings and 
never to Church, being ſafe. If this Device th 
now were ſolid, as it is ingenious, and. 
would do, then were all thoſe Men neatly 
juſtified ; but the old Nonconformiſt that wrote 
againſt the Browniſt, and went to Church or- | 
dinarily upon the account that Separation was 
Schiſm z and the good Lord-Mayor mention- | 
ed, if he can go to Church ſtill as lawful, 
as well as to Meetings, muſt be condemned. 
The true Plea therefore, and ſubſtantial to 
be ſtood upon, is already named. There 
were near 2000 Miniſters ejected by the Act 
of Uniformity from the Pariſh-Churches, 
who did hold thoſe Churches while they | 
were Preachers there, to be true Churches, 
and conſequently it 1s their Duty to main- 
tain 'em to be ſuch: But it is a greater Duty 
for them to preach the Goſpel, and on that 
account they 1et up Meetings. When two 
Duties come together, and cannot both be 
per formed, the greater muſt take place of 
the leſs. The Pariſh-Churches are of Mans 
Inſtitution, the preaching the Goſpel, and 

the 
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re the congregating People to that end, is of 
8, God's ; and which Authority of theſe is the 
d reater, there can be no queſtion. Now 
d rhich of theſe Duties I inculcate, either 
That of upholding Communion with the 
Pariſh Church, or that of performing the 
ommand of God to preach the Goſpel, 1s 
the greater Duty (ſuppoſing a Perſon ſet 
Apart, and in all reſpects adapted for it) let 
he Adverſaries themſelves judge, as in the 
Wight of God, and ſpeak their Conſcience. 
At is this therefore is the Miniſters Plea, as 
is aboveſaid, greater Duty; and as for the 
Hiearers, their Plea as aboveſaid allo, is greater 
REdification, - 2 
But there is here a Book to be taken no- 
ſtice of, a ſmall Book printed in the Year 
683. wherein this very Queſtion is propo- 
Hed, Whether it is lawful for any Man to forſake the 
Communion of the Church of England,and go to ſe pa- 
rate Meetings, becauſe he can better edify there? And 
Ihe maintains it in the Negative upon this 
Reaſon: There is not better Edification to be had 
in the ſeparate Meetings than in the Communion of 
the Church of England. This is the Argu- 
ment of the Author of thoſe few Sheets, 
Z who thereupon takes occaſion to extol the 
Church of England as the beſt in the World. 
I But 
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But to anſwer this Champion for the 
Church, it is brave indeed what he ſays, as| 
ſaid by a Conformiſt, but not cogent, any more 
than for a Diflenter to ſay likewiſe (which 
is as true to him) there is not better Edi- 
fication to be had in the Church of England 
than in the Communion of a ſeparate Meet- 
ing. It may be ſaid by a third Perſon to ei- 
ther, tho' this be true 4 hominem, that there 
is not better Edification to be had at a 
Meeting than at Church, or at Church than 
at a Meeting, yet there is as good, there is 
the ſame. There is the ſame Means, the 
ſame Ordinances, the ſame Spirit; but this 
cannot be denied that there 1s diverſity of 
Operation, according as Perſons ſtand affect- 

ed, and as it pleaſes God to work. And ſee- 
ing one Man 1s wrought upon at a Meeting, | 

and another at the Church; one Man by 

one Miniſter, and another by another, there 

is no plain Chriſtian Man but will chuſe, 

and ought to chuſe when he may chuſe, to 
go there where he profits moſt, even where 
he finds that he does. | 


There is another Book of the like ſize | 
came out about Four Years paſt, as Iremem- 
ber, that charges the Diſſenter otherways. i 
The Author thereof writes honeſtly, for 
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taking off the Sacramental Teſt, but with 
an uncharitable Reflection on the Nonconfor- 


miſt; who telling us, that receiving the Sa- 


crament to another end than that for which 


it was inſtituted is a Profanation of it, the 
Nonconformiſts taking it upon occaſion of 
an Office, ſays he, is doing ſo, and there- 
upon he paſſes his Cenſure on all of them 
for Hypocrites. To this more acute and 
more bitter Man I anſwer, That it is true 
as to ſuch as receive the Sacrament, only 
to qualify them for an Office, without re- 
gard to the Nature and End of the Inſtitu- 
tion; no doubt but receiving it ſo, when 
they would not elſe receive it at all, and 
to that end ſolely, which is another quite 
from that of Chriſt's Appointment, is a 
grievous profaning the Holy Ordinance of 


the Lord's Supper: But this is a Sim to 
the true Chriſtian Man, who takes it with 


Devotion, and as he ought, when yet the 
Law requires it of him. Some Diſtinction 
here is obvious, to wit, between the End of the 
Ordinance it ſelf, and the End (the Occaſion, or 
Reaſon) of receiving Hic gy nunc; There is nis 
Operis, and finisOperantis;and inis Operantis ratione 
operis, and ratione Circumſtantiarum operis. The 
Nonconformiſt receives the Sacrament Hie 
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nunc, that is, at the Church according to 
the Liturgy (I have ſaid) becauſe the Law 
requires it in regard to his Office ; but that 
does not hinder the Ordinance it ſelf being 
taken with Devotion, and to that end Chriſt 
hath inſtituted it. There are both Ends 
conſcionably obſerved and anſwered. I will 
give an Inſtance otherwiſe. A Man comes 
to Church, to the Prayers and Sermon, on 
the occaſion of a Burial ; he had not come, 
but becauſe invited to the Funeral: But 
the coming to that end of burying his 
Friend , does not hinder his Devotion at 
Prayers or the Sermon, or make the Prayer 
or Sermon to be received to another end 
than that Chriſt hath appointed thoſe Or- 
dinances to be taken. When the Law re- 
quires the taking the Sacrament, 1t requires 
the taking that Ordinance which ' Chriſt 
hath inſtituted, and no otherwiſe but ac- 
cording to his Inſtitution, and that is, the 
Law requires it to be taken as God requires 
it; and the Nonconformiſt does fo, whether 

he takes it at Church, or at a Meeting. He 
goes to the Meeting, and does this in remem- 
brance of Chriſt, which is the End of the Or- 
dinance as God requires it : He goes to 
to Church, and does it in remembrance of. him 


there 
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there likewiſe, as God ſtill requires it, when 
yet he does it allo as the Law requires it, 
according to the Liturgy, to qualify him 
for an Office. As the pious Conformiſt re- 
ceives the Sacrament when called to an Of- 
fice, to the end that Chriſt hath inſtituted 
it, tho' alſo to quality him for his Office ; 
{o alſo the Nonconformiſt. Now when this 
is ſo, and as it ought, what is there at laſt 
in the Objection, but a precipitate Judg- 
ment, and a profound Paralogiſm? A Uni- 
verſal Negative in Logick Converts. If no 
Man can with a good Conſcience take the 
Sacrament to the end of qualifying himſelf 
for an Office, then no Man that takes the 
Sacrament to that end can have a good Con- 
ſcience, and what then muſt be the thought 
of the Conformiſt ? Is there any of them ſo 
conſcientious as to leave an Office that they 
may not profane God's Ordinance, by taking 
the Sacrament to qualify them for it ? This 
Author therefore is here out, and God for- 
bid but he ſhould ; the Argument neverthe- 
leſs which he uſes againſt the Teſt, or for 
repealing the Law, which requires the re- 
ceiving the Sacrament for a Qualification to 
every Civil or Military Office, is undoubt- 
edly (as to ſuch Men as come and take 1t, 
E 2 only 


8 
only to qualify em for this Office, and be- 
ing otherwiſe unworthy , eat and drink 
their Damnation ) an Argument ( laying 1t 
right, as it ſhould be) irrefragable; and 

ſhews the Man (if a Church-man ) a Man 
of Honeſty, as well as Parts, tho' cenſo- 
riouſly uncharitable. | 

There is beſides theſe Books, an Enguiry in- 
to Occaſional Conformity, printed 1697. which 


falls ſeverely upon a certain Lord Mayor at 


that time, for going to Church in the Morn- 
ing, and to a Meeting in the Afternoon, 
but yet with civil Language, and this pe- 
culiar Moderation, that the Author will 
condemn neither the going to Church, or 


going to a Meeting, but the doing both; | 
and the whole arguing of his Book lies in 


this, that if the Diſſenter did well before in 


going to a Meeting, that does condemn his 
Occaſional Conforming ; if he does well now 


in Conforming, that does condemn his go- 


ing to any Meeting before. /t is either a finful 
Act ( lays he) in the Diſſenter, or elſe his diſſent- 
ing before was a ſinful det; but this is already 


prevented. A Man put into Office does well 


now in Conforming (I have ſaid) becauſe 


the Law requires it, and hedid well before, | 
becaule then he might chuſe. Betwixt an | 


in- | 
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indefinite Affirmative , and an indefinite 
Negative, there is in Logick no neceſſary 
Contradiction. One and the ſame indivi- 
dual Man for Perſon, is not one and the. 


ſame Object all his Life- time of God's Mercy 
or Judgment. One and the ſame Man is 
under divers Circumſtances, and may act 
diverſly upon occaſion. It is verily an in- 
different thing with me (Iwiſh it were ſo 
to others) for a Man to go to a Meeting or 
to Church, and no more (the Law allowing 
it) than the going to his Pariſh- Church, or 
Chappel belonging to it. It is pity any 
ſhould miſtake this for a double Religion. 
No, we have but one Religion, one Faith, 
among the ſober Conformiſt, and Noncon- 
formiſt. The ſame Goſpel is preach'd, the 
ſame Worſhip is celebrated in both Congre- 
gations, and the difference is only in ſuch 
Mode of Worſhip, which may, and is to be 
uſed, according to the Place where we per- 
form it. 

In the Apoſtles time there was the Chri- 
ſtian Jews, and Chriſtian Gentiles, two 
Churches: And we find that when Paul 
was at 7eruſalem, James and the Elders per- 
{wade him to their Cuſtoms ; and that - 
ter being at Antioch, eats with the Gentiles, Even 


— 
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as Ambroſe at Rome does as they do at Rome, 
and at Millan as they do at Millan; and that 
is the ſame in effect, as to go to Church, 
or to Meetings, according to Occaſion. 
So Auguſtine, Quad neg; contra fidem, neg; con- 
tra bonos mores injungitur, indifferenter eſt haben= 
dum, & pro eorum inter quos vivitur ſocietate, ſer- 
vandum eſt, Aug. ad Januarium, Ep. 118. 
It is a Preſumption of the Enquirer, that | 
the only ground of ſeparate Meetings is Pu- 
rity of Wor ſhip 3 and this is the e TOY , 
the fundamental Error of his Book. The 
old Nonconformiſt thought the Church- 
Service might be made more pure, and yet 
went to Church, as Chriſt did to the Service 
of the Temple, and to the Synagogues of 
the corrupt ems. Not but ſometimes they 
met to exerciſe their Talents, when they 
could with Prudence and Safety; that is, 
they went both to Church, and kept pri- 
vate Meetings, having a good Conſcience 
both in the ſight of God, and ſight of Men. 
It is a Rule to be remembred here again in 
Logick, Ad veritatem indefinite propoſetionis ſuf- 
ficit veritas unius particularis. If Socrates be 
learned, it proves that Men may be learned: 
If theſe Holy Men did well in going to 
Church, and alſo to Meetings, then muſt 
this 
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his indefinite Propoſition, that it is lawful 
for Nonconformiſts to go to Church and 
eetings both, be aſſured!y, as charitably main- 
tained. What their Predeceſſors tlien did, 
the ſober Confor miſts do now, but with the 
Advantage of Toleration. It is not therefore 
in oppoſition (as this Author ſuppoles ) 
ut in conjunction with the Pariſh-Mini- 
ters, that ſuch carry on the common Sal- 
ation, as the Parochial Miniſters them- 
{elves do one with another. 
In the firſt Centuries of the Church, 
when a great City and the Regions round 
about could make no more Chriſttans than 
would fill one Room, being met together, 
And they watcht by the Heathen, and liable 
Fo Martyrdom, it was a great point with 
them to have but one Biſhop and one Altar, 
that is, one Paſtor, and one Communion- 
Table. It was a very heinous as well as 
dangerous thing for any of them to ſeparate 
into a diverſe Meeting from the reſt, which 
they counted to be an erecting another Al- 
tar, and a Schiſm of the deepeſt Dye. But 
now when a whole Nation is "Chriſtian, and 
there are hundreds of Congregations in one 
City, and Profeflors of the fame Proteſtant 
Religion, it Ba prepollefled and ſuperſti- 
tious: 
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tious Conception (as a Man's own Soul may 
tell him) to make ſuch a matter of Separa- 
tion (I mean meer ſeparating into diverſe 
Aſſemblies) as ſome do? O ye Athenians, 1 
perceive that in all things ye are too ſuperſtitious, 
There is a Separation then, I muſt ſay, 
that is lawful and neceſſary, and a ſinful 
Separation which is Schiſm. When there 
are many People in a Place (as in a Town 
or a City) that they cannot come together 
in one Congregation, it is neceſſary they 
ſeparate into divers; and that Separation 
being neceſſary, it is lawful out of doubt. 
Let theſe Congregations be the Meetings or 
the Pariſh-s, they are all Churches, ſo ma- 
ny Churches of Chriſt, and indeed parts of 
the National Church, whereof the preſent 
Queen is Head (for they are alike ſubject to 
Her Majeſty's Government, they have a 
like Allowance and Protection of Her Laws) 
as well as parts of the Catholick Church, where- 
of Chriſt is Head. If any take pet or cavil 
at this, they may; but ſo it is for all that, 
as the Caſe is with us in England. Now as 
it is a Reaſon or Cauſe, and a ſufficient || 
Cauſe or Reaſon, for one part of a Town to | 
ſeparate from the other in the common Ser- | 
vice, becauſe they cannot come all to the 
ſame 
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fame Church, ſo it is a Reaſon or Cauſe 
ſufficient for the Nonconformiſt to ſeparate 
from the Pariſh-Communion , becauſe he 
cannot come to it: He is not ſuffered, and 
he cannot. A Neceſſity is laid upon him 
(he counts) to exerciſe his Miniſterial 
Function, (ſuppoſing a prudential Ability 
that he can) and a Neceſſity alſo to ſet up 
Meetings, becauſe otherwiſe he cannot ex- 
erciſe it. In ſhort then, it is not at all Sepa- 
ration, but a cauſleſs Separation only, that 
is Schiſm. And ſo that Author is anſwered, 
who tells us, that how a Separation and a Confor- 
mity is conſiſtent, is to him an inexplicable Riddle: 
But he underſtands not that ſuch Poſitions 
are Indefinitely affirmed. 

There is a Book of another Strain, writ- 
ten later by a Difſenter, one of as eminent 
Prudence and Candour, as Worth, that 
pleaſed me well, to ſee it ſo much of my 
Mind; and there is an Oppoſer: But as I 
have borrowed nothing I know from the 
one, I remember nothing particularly- to 
an{wer in the other, and I interpoſe not 
between them. To proceed therefore after 
this Stop in ſpeaking to thoſe Books ( or Pa- 
pers) We are to take it (before IJ end) to 
conſideration, that the being a Member of 

F one 
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one of theſe Meetings does not exempt any 
Man from being ſtill of the Pariſh. He is 
a Pariſhioner ſtill, and he owns it. He pays 
his Tithes, he ſows to the Miniſter of the 
Pariſh his carnal things, and it is fit he ſhould 
ſometimes come and reap his ſpiritual things ; 
that is, come to Church ſometimes, and not 
go to his Meeting only. But you will ſay 
at laſt ( which is the moſt ſpecious and com- 
mon Objection.) that if a Man may upon 
ſuch an Occaſion come to Church, and re- 
ceive the Sacrament according to uſage, then 
he may do ſo always, and why does he not 
do ſo always? I anſwer to this, it is true 
that he may, and may always, but it does 
not follow that he muſt, and muſt. always. 
If it be lawful now, it is lawfal hereafter : 
But it follows not becauſe a thing is lawful 
to be done, that a Man muſt always do it. 
It is lawful for me to go to a Meeting, and 
for him to go to Church, but we are not 
bound either of us to go always thither. He 
muſt do it now, becauſe the Law requires 


it; but he may go to a Meeting after, becauſe 


the Law requires it not, and he is in the 
caſe no longer that he muſt. And what is 
there to be replied ? Does there need any 


more to be ſaid? If there do, the Apoſtle 


ſhall 
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ſhall ſay it, All things are lawful for me ( ſays 
he) but all things are not expedient. It is law- 
ful for a Lord Mayor to go to Meetings, or 
to go to Church; it is lawful to go always 
to both; but it is not expedient for him to 
go always to either, but expedient for him 
to go ſometimes to one, and ſometimes to 
the other. It was expedient in regard to 
his Office to go to Church, and it is expe- 
dient now happily to go to his Meeting as 
moſt conducive to his Soul's Health and his 
own Inclination. And what ſhall I ſaygf- 
ter all to this, to ſuch Gentlemen as are of 
the contrary mind? In the Name of God 
let them take their Fſalter, and let thoſe 
that are of the ſame, ſay their Prayers as 
. cc 
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Moderation Purſued to the 
End of the LINE. 
By a Second Paper Laſt Seſſion, 

Toa Zealot againſt Occaſional Conformity. 


81 R, 
Hear there was a Debate among ſome 
conſiderable Perſons of you, about the 

Diſſenters Occaſionally Coming to Church 
For an Office; and you are one of thoſe that 
are of Opinion, that all ſuch ſhould be de- 
prived of their Office, if they go again to 
a Meeting. You are a Chriſtian Gentleman, 
and a Gentleman for your Country; and I 
pray conſider, Is this doing as you would be 
done by? What is the Good by it to the 
Publick? And what hath the Diſſenter done? 
| There are ſome poor Diſſenters, very 
honeſt Men, have an Office, and nothing: 
elſe to live upon: If you put them out of 
this Office, you undo them and their Fa- 
milies. Now to undo a Man only for going 
to a Meeting, is beginning Perſecution (as 
to ſuch), at the height; and yet did you 
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with theſe Gentlemen declare againſt per- 
ſecuting any, and for maintaining the Act 
of Toleration, as our Gracious Queen hath. 
Alas, Sir! Theſe are inconſiſtent things, 
and there is no Cauſe for ſuch Diſtur- 
bance, 

If you would have an Act that ſhall only 
keep Men out of Office that go to Meetings, 
who are ready to qualifie themſelves for it 
by receiving the Sacrament, according to 
the uſage of the Church, it is inconſiſtent ' 
with Toleration ; but if it put Men out of 
Office that are in already, and qualified for 
it, it is plain Perſecution. When I hear 
you then to declare againſt Perſecution, 
and for maintaining the Act of Toleration, 
and yet cry up ſuch an Act, it brings that 
Text of the Proverbs to my Mind; Such is the 
Way of an adulterous Woman, ſhe wipeth her Mouth, 


and ſaith, I have done no Wickednefs. 


Ihe Law indeed requires, that he that 
hath an Office ( tho' he be thereby made no 
fitter for it) ſhall go and receive the Sacra- 
ment at Church. A Diſſenter hath an Of- 
fice, and he does ſo; where is the Fault? 
It is not in the Man, for to do as the Law 
requires is no Fault. The Fault then is in 
the Law, which ought to be amended, and 
8 that 
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that is, the Sicramental Teſt ſhould be ta- 
ken off. | | 

If it be not evil for a Diſſenter to go to 
Church, but better 1 hope that he ſhould 
go ſometimes than not at all ; then 1s Occa- 
{tional Coming to Church for an Office not 
to be prevented: But if it be evil, the 
Ground , the only Ground, of ſuch Occa- 
ſional Communion is that Sacramental Teſt. 
Let that Teit then only be taken away, and 
this Occaſional Communion is ſtopped for 

ever. | 

But, Good Sir, Do you conſider what 
you go about? You will have ſome put out 
of Office; but whom? It is thoſe only that 
can come to Church; thoſe that cannot are 
kept out already, who yet for the profit of 
the Commonwealth were better let in, than 
many of thoſe that do. 5 

To make the receiving the Sacrament a 
Qualification for every Office Civil or Mili- 
tary, is to put the Miniſter upon giving it, 
and him that receives it (whether Conformiſt 
or Nonconformiſt) upon taking it, to another 
End than that for which it was inſtituted ; 
and that cannot be (as to many ) without a 
profaning it. It muſt therefore be a Shame 
to ſuch as you, to lye under the Scandal, 


that 
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that the Church of England cannot be up- 
| held but by the Means of that which in- 
daces (and ſo by your conſequential Allow- 
ance of) a Profanation of the Holy Sacra- 
ment of the Lord's Supper. 
There can no Office Civil or Military be 
of ſo much Concern to the State or Publick, 
as to be a Parliament-Man : And when re- 
nouncing Tranſubſtantiation, without ta- 
king the Sacrament, hath been enough to 
qualifiea Member of Parliament, it is ſtrange 
the Sacrament ſhould be made a neceſlary 
Qualification for any Office of inferiour 
Condition. | 
There are Parliament Men, there are Ju- 
ſtices of the Peace, there are Aldermen, and 
there are ſeveral Offices Civil or Military, 
that ſerve their Country in their Places, 
to their Charge; and I ſappoſe many of 
them are ſatisfied of the lawfulneſs of going 
to Church or to Meetings, and do go to ei- 
ther or both, as is convenient for them. 
Now if there paſs ſuch an Act as confines 
them to Church, and puts them out of their 
Imploy it they go to a Meeting again, theſe 
Men that have Charge and Trouble by their 
Service of their Country more than Profit, 
will leave it off, and, forſaking the Church, 
cleave 
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cleave to the Meetings altogether, and ha- 
ving ſome Dependents, and many that regard 
and love them, ſuch will do as they do, and 
follow them. They would before go ſome- 
times to Church, and were helpful to the 
Poor Miniſter of the Pariſh ; but now they 
leave both, and ſtick to the Diſſenting Pa- 
ſtor and his People. And 1s that good for 
the Church? You cannot but know that 
Perſecution was that which brought Men 
into, and encreaſed, the Church of Chri- 
ſtians in the Primitive Times: And when 
there ſhall ariſe a Cry of Perſeution by this 
Act, you muſt conſider, that through that 
Cry among the People, the Diſſenters will 
have Benefit of Perſecution for the Increaſe 
of their Meetings, and the Security of the 
Act of Toleration for their Safety and Quiet 
in them: This muſt needs fill their Churches, 
and empty the Pariſh-Congregations, to the 
Grief of many a Miniſter that is now very 
warm for ſuch an Act. Sir, you are not a 
Man (I believe) of one Thought; and muſt 
conſider that if you begin, you muſt go on 
to the taking away of Toleration quite, or 
what you do elſe ſignifies nothing; but ſee- 
ing that Act abides in the Reſolution of the 
Queen, God forbid there ſhould be ſuch 


Diſ- 
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Diſſimulation in any of you as to intend 
ſo much. 

There are two things now, one you Al- 
ledge, and one you Object, that muſt be an- 
ſwered. 

That which you alledge is to this effect: 
That it is meet that Men that are in Office 
ſhould be of that Religion which the State 
is of, becauſe it is ſo in other States, even 
in Holland. To this I anſwer, Firſt, I hat Ar- 

| guments ab Ezemplohold not Negatively ; and 
Afrrmatively only ſo far, as to prove that a 
thing may be, not that it muſt, I ſay, Se- 
condly, That our State and Church is, I ſup- 
poſe, in your account the beſt in the World; 
and if ſo, we are then to be Examples to 
others, and not they to us. I ſay, Thirdly, 
Unto which I ſtick, That in all States where 
the Politicks are good, thoſe Men who are 
molt able, faithful and fit, to manage Offices, 
ſhould have them: And whether they go to 
Church or to Meetings, it is nothing to the 
purpoſe. I ſay, Fourthly, That the matter of 
Fact is falſe ; for as I am informed, even Pa- 
piſts may enjoy Military Offices in Holland ; 
and Men may hold Civil there, tho' they go 
to ſeparate Meetings. The Biſhop of Sa- 
lisbury laſt Seſſion told the Houle of Lords 
G openly, 
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openly, That when he was in Holland, and 
ſcrupled not to go to their Aſſemblies, yet 
did himſelf alſo keep a Meeting according to 
our Common-Prayer, which was a Conventicle 
there ; and can any think that there were 
not ſome Perſons of Quality and in Office 
came ſometimes to his Meeting ? Or that 
they were in danger of loſing their Offices 
by it ? 25 

"That you object is, If a Diſſenter can come 
to Church once for an Office, he may come 
always. To this I anſwer, That it ſhould 
be firſt conſidered more righteouſly, that 
tho' ſome, and many, come, the moſt of thoſe 
Men cannot: And ſeeing the Conſciences of 
molt of the Nonconformiſts are ſuch that | 
they think it a Sin, and therefore ſeek no 
Office (howſoever convenient for them) 
becauſe they can't do it; Why are ſuch Men, 
ſuch innocent, faithful, Men, ſo wronged by 
the Sacramental Teſt, that they muſt be de- 
barred the Liberty that you have, of en- 
joy ing an Office, and the Country alſo de- 
prived of the Service of ſuch Men? And 
why (if there be in you any ſuch tender- 
neſs towards Conſcience, as you pretend ) do 
not you take off that Teſt, which ſo eaſily 
you might do, and ſave this Act? There 
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is nothing to be ſaid to this, but what is 
before alledged and anſwered. I 1ay then to 
the Point, as otherwhere, I believe a Diſſen- 
ter may in point of Conſcience do ſo, and 
may do ſo always; but it follows not there- 
fore that he muſt always, or that he ſhould 
be forced to it. St. Paul upon occaſion is 
per ſwaded to purifie himſelf with Four other 
Jews, to ſhew that he was one that walked 
orderly, and kept the Law: Did it follow from 
thence that he muſt do 10 always? You may 
ſay, If Paul may do ſo once, he may do ſo 
again : Bur it follows not that he muſt do 
ſo again, and much leſs that he muſt al- 
ways. This one inſtance is ſo pertinent 
and full to juſtifie Occaſſonal Conformity, ( which 
this was) that there needs nothing but the 
turning it to every thing that can be ſaid 
againſt it, and it will be ſilenc'd. When a 
thing 1s indifferent ( as the going to Meetings 
or to Church is to me) a Man may do it, and 
he may not do it. To argue then from one 
part that he may, for his doing it always, is 
a Nonſequitur, being a Contradiction to the 
other part, becauſe he alſo may not. 

But to bring the matter to the very Point. 
Suppoſe a thing lawful, and againſt a Man's 
Conſcience, Is that a ſufficient reaſon for 
one that hath power me him to force him 
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to do it? The thing is lawful, but very in- 
convenient; it is not againſt his Conſcience, 
but againſt his Mind and Will, and to his hurt 
in the loſs of ſuch or ſuch an Advantage. 
Is it not ſevere now to make him do it for 
all that? A Dillenter hath a Servant in a 
profitable Polt, and he 1s one for the Church, 
and againſt Meetings ; but hearing of a 
fam'd Preacher among them, he goes on the 
Occaſion to hear the Man. When he comes 
home, Sirrah, ſays his Maſter, I ſee it 15 
not againſt your Conſcience to go to a Meet- 
ing upon Occaſion, and therefore you ſhall 
henceforth go with me to my Meeting 
always, and to Church no more ; for if you 
do, I will turn you out of Service for ever. 
Is not this ſevere ? It is the very Caſe with 
you at this time as to the Nonconformiſt. 
But you will ſay, There is an 4& already 
in K. Charles's Reign that requires every 
Man that hath an Office to take the Sacrament 
according to the Ulage of the Church; and 
that Act may, or is to be conſtrued ſo, as to 
intend that none but ſuch as are Churchmen 
altogether ſhould have any Offce, and no 
wrong therefore is done to any that goes to 
a Meeting to be deprived of it. I Anſwer, 
This indeed 1s a Colour, but a very Colour, 
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or Pretence only; for that Act was made to 


prevent the danger that might ariſe from 
Popiſh Recuſants; and Two things was 
made a Teſt to diſcern who are not ſuch, the 
renouncing Tranſubſtantiation, and taking 
the Sacrament according to our Church, 
which the once doing, diſcerns, or diſco- 
vers, and is enough. Now when there has 
no ſuch Interpretation therefore (of doing 
it always) bin put on that Act for ſo many 
Years, to make a New Act to do it now, ſo 
as when the qualifying a Man by once re- 
ceiving hath hitherto given him Right to 
enjoy his Office, he muſt by this 4G be de- 
prived of it, unleſs he goes afterward to 

Church always, Is not this ſevere, and inju- 
rious allo ? 

It is ſaid by ſome I know, That ſo long 
as a Diſſenter hath Protection for Liberty of 
Perſon, and Propriety in his Eſtate, (which 
is to be a Free Subject) there is no wrong 
done him though he have no Office, and 
you are for ſo much, and no more but ſo 
much, Toleration. 1 Anſwer, Suppoſe your 
Poſtulatum Good as to ſuch as are out of any 
Office; yet as to ſuch as are in Office to de- 
prive them of their actual, legal, Right 
thereunto, if this be not wrong, and incon- 

ſiſtent 
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ſiſtent with a Toleration of them, nothing 
can be. There 1s a difference indeed well 
made by others in oppoſition to this, be- 
tween a Capacity to an Office, and a Right to 
it. It is faid the Diſſenters are not wrong d 
to be debarr'd from Offices becauſe they 
have no Right to them: It is anſwered, 
Neither they, nor any others, have actual 
Right till the Offices are conferr'd on them : 
But they have a Capacity as well as others, ſo 
long as they are as fit as others to have them 
conferr'd on them; and the wrong lyes in 
taking away that Capacity by a Law (if 
ſuch an Act paſles) when there is no Cauſe, 
or ſufficient Cauſe, to make it. 

I will not withhold the cloſeſt Reaſoning 
that can be offer d. The Papiſts are not only 
debarred, but incapacitated, from halding any 
Office, by the Law ; and we count it no 
wrong to them , becauſe their owning a 
Foreign Juriſdiction makes it dangerous to 
the State; and the private Advantage of 
ſingle Perſons, or Sort of Perſons, mult give 
Place to the Safety and Welfare of the Na- 
tion. The Queſtion hereupon will come to 
this, Whether the rendring the Proteſtant as 
well as the Papiſt, becauſe a Diſſenter, uncapa- 
ble of any Office likewiſe, be for the Com- 
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mon Good, (and ſo much for it as to coun- 
ter vail his Private Damage) as the Caſe is 
with the Papiſt? I will not enter here this 
large Field, to ſhew the Diſſenter Peaceable, 
Loyal to the Queen, Serviceable to the Com- 
monwealth, and that his Religion hinders 
him nothing to be ſuch a Member ſtill 
thereof, as the Body muſt ſay, I have need of 
thee : And that, foraſmuch as no Diſſenter 
hath, or can have, Eccleſiaſtical Preferment, 
ſo that the Church, as to the Miniſtry, is not 
concern'd, but the State only, as to the Laity, 
and Civil and Military Imployments; it is, 
and muſt be, Prejudice only, Self- ſeeking, 
and Party, that makes all this ſtir, to a 
Weakning the Government, Diſheartning 
the War, Diſcouraging Trade, and a General | 
Offence of Good People. | 
As for the Nonconformiſts Practice how- 
ever, whether there be ſuch a Law or no, 
and he be ſtill in Office, or put out, the Caſe 
is the ſame. A Man ſet apart for the Mini- 
ſtry, thinks himſelf bound in Conſcience | 
to preach the Goſpel. He cannot conſent to 
every thing contain'd in the I wo Books of 
the Liturgy and Orders, the Articles of the 
Church, the Canonical Subſcription, and 
Oath to the Biſhop. He may not therefore 
preach 
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preach at all, unleſs he ſets up a Meeting. 
Preaching now and Hearing are Relata ; and if 
Neceſſity be laid on him to Preach, the Peo- 
ple in Communion with him ſometimes 
muſt Hear. Some of theſe can, and do, ma- 
ny times go to Church, but not altogether, 
becauſe of the greater Profit to their Souls. 
Upon that account they cannot, and will 
not, therefore be 1o baſe as to forſake their 
Paſtor, though they go to Church alſo when 
they ſee fit, or have occaſion. 

One thing more I muſt mention, A Di/- 
ſenter is prick'd for Sheriff: If he holds, he 
muſt leave the Meetings; if he will not 
hold, he muſt be find Now is it not rank 
Perſecution to force a Man to pay a Sum of 
Money becauſe he will not act againſt his 
Conſcience, as the taking the Sacrament to 
qualifie him for that Office 1s to ſome, and 
the forſaking the Meetings when qualified 
is to others. I muſt add, that you little 
conſult the honour of the Houſe of Commons, 
that would put ſuch anAdvantage over them 
into the hands of the Lords, with whom 
there have been ſome late difference, to ſig- 
nalize themſelves by the Diſmiſſion of ſuch 
a Bill, in the Vogue and Hearts of the Na- 
tion, 
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I proceed to Two things, To prove by Ar- 
gument that an Act (as you intend it) to 
prevent Occa/tonal Conformity, is incon- 
ſiſtent with the Act of Toleration : And 
then give Reaſons for taking off the Sa- 


cramental Teſt, which will more effectually 
do it. 


— 


An Argument to prove an AF to prevent 


Occaſional Conformity, inconſiſtent with 
the Ad of T oleration. 


O take away that Liberty from the 
Nonconformiſt, which the Act of Tole- 
ration grants him, is inconſiſtent with the 
Act of Toleration. 

But the Act you delire to have will take 
away that Liberty from the Nonconformiſt, 
which the Act of Toleration grants him. 

Ergo, Such an Act is inconſiſtent with the 
Act of Toleration. 

The Propoſition is apparent, the Aſſump- 
tion I prove. 

Whatſoever Act takes away the Liberty 
from a Nonconformiſt to enjoy any Office, who 
holds his ſtated Communion with his Meet- 

H ing, 
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ing, tho' he hath received the Sacrament 
according to the Uſage of the Church of 
England, upon the Occaſion of an Office, 
does take away the Liberty which the Act 
of Toleration does grant him. | 

But ſuch an Act will (de induſtria) take 
away the Liberty of a Nonconformiſt to en- 
joy his Office, who holds his ſtated Com- 
munion with his Meeting, tho' he has re- 
ceived the Sacrament according to the Uſage 
of the Church of England, upon Occaſion of 
an Office. 2 

Ergo, Such an Act takes away that Li- 
berty from the Nonconformiſt which the Act 
of Toleration grants him. 

The Act of Toleration grants this, in 
that the Meeting of ſuch (the ſtated Meet- 
ings of ſuch) are allowed, and the Meeter 
indemnified by that Act. But by ſuch an 
Act, as you deſire to have, the Meeting of 
ſuch will not be allowed, when Meetings 
are, and the Meeter damnified with the in- 
capacitating him for his Office. Such an 
Act therefore is inconſiſtent with the Act 

of Ioleration. | 


Kea 
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Reaſons for taking off the T E ST. 


1. Such an Act will take off Diſhonour 
from the Church, that has had the moſt 
Holy Ordinance of her Religion hitherto 
proftituted for Secular Ends. | 

2. It will keep many profane Perſons 
from the Danger of Eating and Drinking 
their own Damnation. 

3. It will be ſerviceable to Her Majeſty, 
who hath need of the help of all Her Sub- 
jects againſt the Exorbitant Power of France. 

4. It will vindicate the Churchman from 
the Accuſation of all ſuch Tory:/m as deſigns 
Perſecution ; for which End eſpecially it is, 
that one of them ſhould chuſe to make the 
Motion, and ſhew they are willing rather 
to Widen, than to Infringe, a Legally Eſta- 
bliſhed Toleration. 

It will bring much Honour and Love 
to him that makes it, and procure him the 
Suffrage of many of his County or Borough, 
(if he deſires it) for his Election hereafter, 
as a Man of Temper, Candour, and Modera- 
tion; and much more if he does it for Con- 
ſcience-ſake, and ſeeks not Honour, (nor 
fears others Rage) by it. 
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6. if the Matter be prudently concerted, 
and the Motion made but on an indifterent 
Advantage, it is like to carry the Houle 
along with it; for there is no Cauſe indeed 
of Dividing, or Strife of one Side againſt 
another about it. | 

7. To make the receiving the Sacrament 
according to the Liturgy, to be a Qualifica- 
tion to every Office, even to the keeping an 
Alehouſe (as hath been enforced by ſome 
Juſtices ) is a thing 10 ſhameful in the na- 
ming, as no modeſt Man methinks deli- 
berately ſhould once open his Mouth: to de- 
fend it. | 

8. Some Members on the ſudden may be 
for continuance of the Sacramental Teſt, 
to keep all but Churchmen out of the Houfe 4 
Commons; but theſe are miſtaken, becauſe 
the Sacramental Teſt is not impoſed as a Qua- 
lification to Memberſhip of Parliament, as it 
is toan Office, tho' the renouncing Tranſubſtan- 
tiation be: And ſome may be for continuing 
it, as thinking, if it be taken off, the Pa- 
piſts will be let in : But theſe underſtand 
not the Matter;forRenouncing Tranſubſtan- 
tiation remaining keeps them all out. Which 
Two things I put in to prevent want of 
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9. It 
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9. It was a malignant thing in K. Charles 
the 2d's time, under the pretence of Danger 
from Popery, to debarr honeſt Proteſtants 
( becauſe Diſſenters) from Civil Offices; 
and it is but an idle thing now to think, that 
the continuing ſuch Contrivances ſhould 
preſerve the Church, or the parting there- 
with hurt it, the Miniſtry being not con- 
cerned therein. 

10, Such a Motion may be a Shoeing-horn 
to a Bill for uniting the Proteſtants (that 
is, to unite ſuch as may unite, or upon ſuch 
terms as may be effected, to diſabuſe thoſe 
that ſay ſuch a thing is unpracticable) 
which if the lame Mover ſhould in due time 
bring in alſo, he ſhall be doubly happy, and 
that both in the Favour of ſome Biſhops at 
preſent, and the Bleſſing of the Age to come. 
You may ſay, ſuch a Bill would bring in but 

_ avery few; and I ſay it is no matter. There 
are too many Conforming Miniſters already 
that want Places, and an Act againſt Plura- 
lities to ſupply ſuch: But a uniting Act 
were a Standing thing for bringing in all for 


hereafter, ſo that our young Scholars that 
are Rare, and of more bright Parts, would 
then apply themſelves to the Church, when 
now, being conſciencious, as well as "_ 
of 
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of Knowledge, and not able to ſwallow the 
many things at preſent required toConfor- 
mity, are forced to fit down on this ſide Pre- 
ferment, in any poor ſeparate Congregation 
that will but receive them. I cannot ſay 
how the Major Part of the Nonconformiſt Mi- 
niſters about London (whole Reverend Aſſem- 
blies I conſult not) ſtand affected toward 
Comprehenſron. It is a thing appears to me 
good, and openly 10; and I ſpeak with con- 
cern of no Party, and without Solicitude, 
whom I pleaſe or diſpleaſe by it. 

11. The Sacramental Teſt turns honeſt 
Conformity it ſelf, which is Good, into Evil 
(at leaſt in Mens Eſteem: ) But take that 
Teſt off, and it is Good, and muſt be fo ac- 
counted. A Nonconformiſt coming to 
Church, and partaking of the Ordinances as 
the Old Nonconformiſts did, when it was not 
for an Office, was undoubtedly Good. Take 
off the Sacramental Teſt, and none comes 
more for an Office. The Nonconformiſt 
coming then, for ever after is by this Means 
rendred unblameable. The Trath is, if it 
were not for this untoward Teſt, Occafronal 
Conformity is a very towardly thing, and 
highly to be approved. 


Laſtly, 
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Laſtiy, By this Means may that grievous 
Inconvenience, which was got into the Houſe 
by being in Parties, find ſome ſeaſonable Re- 
medy. F or if ſome ſincere-hearted Gentle- 
men, that by voting ſtill with one Party 
out of pure Intention to ſerve the Publick, 
have had their Judgments byaſſed, to run 
with tuch as knew the bottom of things 
concerted, when they did not, ſhall begin 
once to leave that Tract, and follow the 
Conduct of their own Reaſons, it may come 
in time to heal this Evil there is in ſiding, 
and the Houſe recover unſpeakable Benefit 
thereby. 

I muſt not conclude without one Objecti- 
on: You may ask, And why may not a ſo- 
ber Diſſenter receive the Sacrament (yea, if it 
were always) at Church as well as at a Meet- 
ing? To which I fay firſt, That I am of 
Opinion he may, and that for the preſent. 
once (that is, upon Occaſion of an Office) 
it is his Duty abſolutely, as the Cate now 
ſtands. I ſay next, And why might not 
the receiving the Sacrament at a Meeting, 
and renouncing Tranſubſtantiation, be a ſufti- 
cient Teſt for any Office, but that indeed 
ſuch a Teſt Pf not to be impoſed to ſuch 
an End: Or elſe I ſay, Why might not that 


ſerve 
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ſerve for aſſuring the Government from 
Danger of Popery by ſuch a Man, as much 
as if he had received it at Church ? I lay again, 
that other Men haveother Conſciences, and 
they know their own: Scruples. I ſay then 
mainly, that this is but one thing conſider d, 
when there are more to be conſidered; and 
he that has regard to one thing only in any 
great Concern, is eaſily miſled. I have there- 
fore a little more to add at the end, tho it 
be in effect ſaid already. To do any thing 
whereby Occaſion is given to another to Sin, 
and Ruin his Soul, is properly Scandal; and 
that ſort of Scandal which is eſpecially for- 
bid. Theſe Acts that make the Sacrament a 
Qualification for, or requires the ſame to, 
every Office, do give occaſion to profane 
Perſons to come to the Sacrament to this 
End only, who never elſe would come at 
all; and ſo they certainly Sin, and by Eat- 
ing and Drinking their Damnation do ruin 
their Souls. It may be ſaid, There are Good 
Laws, and yet give Occaſion to ſome Men 
to Sin as much as this. I Anſwer, If the 
Law be truly good, the Occaſion 1s taken, and 
not given. I ſay further, That ſuch Laws 
as are Neceſſary to be made, ſuch as the 
Commonwealth cannot be without , they 


are 
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are good Laws; a 
them, they take the Occaſion : But if they 
be unneceſſary to be made, and may be ſpa- 


red, the Occaſion is given, and they are ſcan- 


dalous. Scandalum eft dictum, vel factum (and 
here is Statutum, which is dictum Q factum) mi- 
nus rectum (and this is ſo being unneceſſary 

præbens alteri, (and here is præbens multis 5 
occa ſionem ruin. This Argument therefore 
thus laid from Scandal, for repealing (or 
rectifying) thoſe Acts, is humbly conceived 
by me, unanſwerable. 

I had thought to have done here, but I pray 


are a Gentleman that ſuppoſe Two Sorts 
of Nonconformiſts; ſome, and the moſt that are 
ſo, out of Conſcience, and when you ſay you 
are againſt the Violation of any Man's Con- 
ſcience as much as my ſelf, I will believe you 
in earneſt: But there are others you appre- 
hend ſo upon other accounts, and not 
out of Conſcience. Now you ſuppoſe again, 
that the former are ſuch that upon no Tempo- 
ral Advantage will be induced to come to 
Church, becauſe they keep from it out of Con- 
ſcience : But that the latter will, upon the 
Occaſion of an Office, come to Church, becauſe 
they make no Conſcience of what they 2 
1 | ut 


nd if any be ſcandalized by 


you, Sir, to conſider a little farther. You 
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but ſeek their Profit. Well, L pray then con- 
ſider what and where the Policy was in ma- 
king, and now 1s in continuing, the Sacra- 
mental Teſt ? Was it, or is it, indeed good for 
theCommonwealth to have ſuch as are truly 
Conſciencious Men to be kept out of Office, 
and ſuch as make no Conſcience. of what 
they do be let in? Youcannot think the 
Policy of That to lye in the Publick Good; 
no, it muſt lye therefore in ſomething ele: 
And are you yet in the Dark at this time of 
the Day, not to conſider that Charles the Se- 
cond, as well as James the Second, being both 
in the ſame Plot of bringing in of Popery, 
(only the one went om in it, and held up, 
and the other went ſo faſt that he fell by it) 
there was this Clauſe of taling the Sacrament 
according to the Church of England, as well as 
RenouncingTranſubſtantiatian, put into Two Ads 
for thoſe that have Offices, that: the Noncon- 
formiſt Proteſtant, as well as the Papiſt, might be 
levell'd in their Condition, and ſo Liberty of 
Conſcience be as attainable for the one, as for 
the other? And do you not know that upon 
the ſame account Toleratiom was approved by 
the Stateſmen of thoſe Iimes, when a Union 
of the Proteſtants, or Comprehenſians (which 
would. have ſtrengthned the Chunch, for 


with- 
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withſtanding their bringing Popery in) was 
ſtill decryed and kept down, as ſtill by many 
it yet is? And what if it be ſome deep Diggers 
for the Church of Rome, or France, are {till 
the Politicians, that hold on our innocent 
Churchmen againſt Comprehenfion, and for 
the Sacramental Teſt ? Sure I am I cannot 
but apprehend Fauz's Dark Lanthorn to be be- 
fore their Eyes, who will continue of that 
mind after all that is here ſaid. It is God a- 
lone that knows the Hearts of Men,and what 
- Counſels are at the bottom ; and whether 
the Queen and People have Cauſe of Jealouſie 
or not; but the taking off the Sacramental 
Teſt, and an Act for Union of Her Proteſtant 
Subjects, were an Antidote for preventing 
the Poiſon of all Popiſh and French Deſigns. 


CO — 
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V HE RE AS there is a Statute made in the Twenty-fifth Tear of 
Charles the Second, Entituled, An Act for preventing Dangers 
that may ariſe from Popiſh Recuſants, which requires that every Man who 
enjoys any Office Civil or Military, by Sea or Land, ſhall do Two things; 
that is, Renounce Tranſubſtantiation, and take the Sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper, according to the Uſage of the Church of England, whereby Her Ma- 
15 is deprived of the Service of ſome of her uſeful e . who ſeruple the 
ſame, and many notoriouſly unworthy and ſcandalous Perſons do come and 

ehallenge the Sacrament at the hands of the Miniſter, which is againſt the 
Daſcipline of the Church, and to another End than that for which it was in- 
ſtituted, and ſo an open Profanation of it by ſuch : Be it Enacted, That no 
Man from henceforward who declares bimſelf a Proteſtant in the Renouncing | 
Tranſubſtant iat ion according to that Statute, (ſeeing more for excluding every 
Papiſt is but needleſs ) ſhall be further obliged to any Sacramental Teft for 
any Temporal Office, the aforeſaid Statute, or any other beſides, to the con- 
trary notwithſtanding. 


THE END. 
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